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THE M NUTES OF THE REGULAR CI TY COUNCI L MEETI NG HELD
MONDAY, FEBRUARY 26, 2001 AT 5:30 P. M

The Meeting was called to order at 5:30 p.m Present: Counci
Chai rperson Shoecraft; Council Menbers: Canp, Cook, Johnson, MRoy,
Seng; Joan Ross, City Cerk; Absent: Fortenberry.

The Council stood for a nmonent of silent neditation

READI NG OF THE M NUTES

COX Havi ng been appointed to read the nminutes of the Gty Counci
proceedi ngs of Feb. 12, 2001, reported having done so, found sane
correct.

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the follow ng vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

PUBLI C HEARI NG

Chai rman Shoecraft: Before the Cerk calls the first item of
business | would like to first recognize Troop 25 from Lincoln, 15, 18
year old boys. Their co-leaders are Don Lee & Connie OGttoman. | think
they're here working on their requirenent to fill their civic badge
requirenent. Could you rise to be recognized pl ease? (Applause)

MANAGER APPLI CATI ON OF EVELYN M MCFARLAND FOR BUGEATER | NVESTMENTS, | NC. DBA THE
WATERI NG HOLE AT 1321 O STREET - Evelyn M MFarl and, 7001 Carol Circle
took oath & cane forward to answer questions.

This matter was taken under advi sement.

CREATI NG WATER DI STRICT NO 1182 IN SAYLOR STREET FROM 57TH STREET TO 58TH

STREET - Sheri Hanlan, 5727 Saylor Street: I am here for all the
nei ghbors in an obvi ous attenpt to endear ourselves to you we chose to not
all come up and testify and instead | said | would to save tine. Instead

what | have for you is a list of six of the eight affected famlies who
have signed a letter of opposition to the Special Assessnent district.
|'"m sure that you noted on the fact sheet it did ask for opponents. It
sai d unknown and | am here to let you know of some opposition to this
speci al water assessment. Thank you. W oppose this district on three
grounds. The first and nost obvious is the cost. It is estimated that it
will be $40.00 a foot frontage. W all have a 50 foot frontage which
nmeans we're | ooking at a m ni mumof $2,000.00 & that just brings the water
to our property line that does not include any cost that nmay be included
to get the water fromthe property line actually into our property. The
average property tax anount in this neighborhood ranges from$1, 100.00 to
about $1,400.00 so this would essentially triple our property taxes for
this year. The second reason that we oppose it is that, frankly, nobody
except for the one petitioners is having any issues with the water at this
time. So, we see no reason why there shoul d be a special water assessnent
district to take care of problens that we're not experiencing. And, the
third reason that we oppose this is the fact that no one asked us about
it. We got aletter inthe mail saying, "congratul ations, you get to pay
$2,000.00 for this assessnment district". And, so we felt that with no
input it's alittle harsh of a penalty for us. So, on those three grounds
we do oppose this special assessnent district and | would be happy to
answer any questions that you m ght have at this tine.

Jonat han Cook, Council Menber: What's the specific water problem
that's bei ng experienced here?

Ni col e Fl eck- Tooze, Public Wirks Dept.: I think that this specific
problem may be a problemwith pressure. Elmer Cole fromPublic Works is
al so here and maybe wi |l answer that.

El mer Col e, Engineering Dept.: W received a petition fromM. John
Vaughn, 5721 Saylor. Water line (inaudible) fromwhat | understand the
Water Dept. went out for a service to be fixed and at that point we found
that the service that was repaired is under a tenporary condition at this
tinme. So, in the future if these services are to be corrected we're
probably going to have to have a water nmain put between 57th & 58th to
handl e the pressure of those existing.

M. Cook: So the coment that nobody is experiencing a problem at
this tinme (inaudible) is huge problemthat soneone will have to deal with
you' re saying

M. Cole: | think it should bear, too, that the cost of this, we're
putting a $40.00 naxi nrum assessment rate on this which neans that the
property owners will bear only a $2,000.00 expense maxi mum per | ot based
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upon footage given costs not too far out of |line based on where we' ve been
with this in the past. So, we have established a maxi nrum assessnment rate
which this will be our first water district at that.

M. Cook: They have a water main now that needs to be placed.

M. Col e: The water nmins, again Water Dept. probably shoul d answer
this better than I, but from the assessnment point of view from what |
understand in tal king with our Water Dept., services cone off from57th &
58th. W have hydrants at that |ocation. For safety reasons it would be
nice to get a water nmain put between two hydrants for future pressure
The services go into each of those properties are in |l ength of anywhere
from75 to 160'. Sone could be gal vani zed, sone could be copper. So
when those services cone up for any type of repair costs could be
extremely high. OK?

Col een Seng, Council Menber: \What happens if we turn this down?
What do you do then?

M. Cole: It will stay as it is. Services then when the tinme cones
for people to repair themwe'll do the best to repair them but however,
the costs to the stop will be at the property owners expense. So, versus
the $40.00 per front foot to give you an idea it could be as high as 4 to
5,000 on today's standards for a plunber.

Ms. Seng: Have these people paid for water |ine ever before?

M. Cole: Have not.

Ms. Seng: Never?

M. Cole: The water district did exist to four properties as you
can see on ny sheet there that |'ve given you. Those four properties were
put in under a water district that was put in in 19 uhh, Water District #
30 in June of 1922. So as it states under our assessnent policy we cannot
ever assess those properties in the future. They have been assessed once.

Ms. Seng: So, the people that are protesting have never paid for a
water district?

M. Cole: That is correct. There are no agreenents at all. No
abutting agreenents on this project.

M. Shoecraft: Sheri, do you understand the pro's and con's? Do
you want to conme back up pl ease

Ms. Hanlan: | believe that thisis the third tinme that there's been
a request to assess a special water district in this area for various
di fferent reasons. And, npst of us who have been in the nei ghborhood have
been there quite sone tine and we understand the pro's and con's to it.
As | nmentioned before, with the exception of M. Bowen, none of are having
or have experienced any difficulties so | guess, therefore, we're not
seeing a reason at this point to, to uh, if it ain't broke don't fix it |
guess what we're saying and yes we do understand that, yes, it could bl ow
up at sonme point and then have an issue on our hands.

This matter was taken under advi senent.

CREATI NG ALLEY PAVING DISTRICT NO 360 IN THE NORTH SOUTH ALLEY BETWEEN
WORTHI NGTON AVE. AND 20TH STREET, FROM SOUTH STREET NORTH APPROXI MATELY
300 FEET - Any Zlotsky, 6201 Wodstock Avenue: I'"'m on the Board of
Trustees of the South Street Tenple and we've requested the Alley Paving
District. W just repaved the parking lot this past year and it's across
the alley fromthe Tenple, and there's still conplaints of difficulty in
crossing the alley for some of the ol der congregates. W also have the
Board President who broke here ankle | ast year in crossing the alley and
so we're requesting the Paving District. | brought with nme a draw ng
whi ch shows the, uh brought a drawi ng showing the 12 bl ock area. The
drawi ng shows the 12 bl ock area and the Tenple is in these two bl ocks and
the parking lot is over here so we have to cross the alley. There are
al so two dupl exes owned by a Joy Enry and | have a letter fromhimin
support of the project of the paving and the rest of the lots are single

famly or duplexes. | also have some photographs showing the alley if
peopl e want to | ook at it and there's sone phot ographs of the garages that
access it. | believe that there are two duplexes and then there are 8

single family or other duplexes on it and | think five of those have
access to their garages off the alley. So, it's used by a nunber of
peopl e.

Davi d Rosenbaum no address given: |'mon the Board of Trustees of
the South Street Tenple as well. The big problemis the parking lots on
one side of the alley and the Tenple's on the other side of the alley. So,
in the winter we just can't keep it free of ice and we have a nunber of
el derly congregants either with wal kers or wheel chairs or canes. They
just really have trouble getting to services during the winter. Wenit's
not snowy the alley gets so nuch traffic that it's always in a bad state
of erosion which neans there's potholes and | oose gravel on it all the
tinme. And, again our, anybody w th wal ki ng probl ems, and we have quite a
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few ol der nenbers, they have a real problemgetting fromthe parking | ot
across the alley and into the Tenple. It also, it's perpetually, get any
rainit's like a giant nud hole and so we have terrible problens trying to
keep our facilities clean with kids coming in for Sunday School tracking
dirt on everything else. So, the alley has been quite a problem for us.
We took care of our parking lot, but now we need to address the alley
issue. | think that covers it.

Dana Spevak, 2045 S. 20th Street: | have talked to all of the
honeowners in the area regarding this and as it |ooks now we've got six
honeowners that are against this and two property owners that are for
this. This is really a pedestrian issue. It's not an alley issue. This
coul d be easily taken care of by adjoining the parking lot to the existing
sidewal k on South Street. 1'd also |ike to point out that the parking | ot
is joined by pavenent to the paved parking lot on , er to the paved
si dewal k on the Worthington side. and then off on up the south side of the
street. So, if you have a problem getting across the alley there is a
| onger way around. |If you don't want to take the | onger way around,
believe that this issue could be taken care by just sinply paving between
the parking I ot and the existing sidwal k. The other honmeowners have a few
i ssues. We've got a lot of kids in the nei ghborhood and t hey (inaudible)
higher traffic thru this alley. W've al so had nunerous vehicl e break-ins
on the alley side, nostly the dupl exes and then also nmy nei ghbor has had

their vehicles broken into even though it's well lit, and | believe that
the paving will make it a quieter access to those vehicles, probably
increase the likelihood of a break in again. | did call Elnmer Cole,

tal ked to himabout the issue and he pointed out it would be nice to get
nore vehicles off the street, but in this instance it wll not renove
anynore vehicles fromthe street that peopl e that park behind, (inaudible)
park behind those that park on the street will not. Those individuals

that do have garage access, 3 of the 6, (inaudible) the two people back
there for it, that would be the duplexes, the remaining three of the six
don't use the alley at all. W don't park back there and our garages don't
front the alley. The other issue | had was the East West alley to the
north is in such disrepair we can't tell that it's paved which would be a
drai nage issue later down the Iine fromwhat | understand fromtalking to

El mer. W believe it wouldn't take long before this alley also
deteriorates since it's not (inaudible). And, quite frankly we can't
afford it. | personally can't afford it and the neighbors that 1've
tal ked to (inaudible) the nonthly house paynent.

Jon Canp, Council Menber: |I'mnot sure if you have the answer, but

do we know of the lineal footage al ong here of how nuch is owned by those
who are opposed to it versus those in favor?

Ms. Spevak: Weéll, what we're | ooking at is six homeowners and two
| andowners, 50/ 50.

M. Canp: Maybe Nicole needs to address this, er, | believe | was
involved in an alley and | think it's nmeasured a certain way on an area of
| and or sonething. |Is that correct?

Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: That's correct. 1Is this on? |If this will show

up. As | understand it the petitioner includes these four lots and has
been supported by these two and those at the southside and on the west are
in favor about 50/50. The petition that would be required would have to
be greater than 50%

M. Canp: Does that equal exactly 50/50 currently as the pro ..

Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: Currently | believe that it does.

Ms. Spevak: I think it's inmportant to point out that the people
that are for it do not live on the property. The people that live onit,
t he honeowners, are against it.

M. Canmp: Nicole, | have an interesting question, that is, is there
such a thing as paving a third or half of the alley, say going from one
street m dpoint?

Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: |I'Il count on Elnmer to correct me if I'mwong, but
| believe that the only way that you could do that would be by Executive
Order for a single portion of that alley way. |Is that right?

M. Cole: Nicoleis correct with that assunpti on, however, we have
in the past paved half an alley based on the petitions that conme forward
by the petitioners and those that are in favor. W don't make a habit of
that from the standpoint of grade. W have an existing alley to the

north. W have a place to match for drainage which we feel pretty
confortable that we can, however, by the tinme we do our grade study we'd
determ ne that. Anot her issue was the garages in the past that are

exi sting, they were worried about the floors there | might bring up, we
woul d check our elevations to that before proceeding with it, of course,
but technically speaking, no. W'd rather not proceed with half an all ey.
We'd rather gowith the full alley. Another alternative woul d possibly be
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an Executive Order based on the alley itself if they want to proceed that
route. The South Street Tenple could proceed to the Mayor's office based
on an Executive Order.

M. Cook: | wanted to ask soneone fromthe Tenple. Do you need any
access to the north through this alley primarily the connection to the
par ki ng and access onto South Street?

M. Rosenbaum Exactly, we don't need north access. And, when we
had our parking | ot paved last year we tried to just pave just that part
of the alley that fronted on our parking ot and you see the problem we
ran into. We have no problem in principle with getting some kind of
Executive Order if that's your preference. W don't know what those costs
are relative to this.

Cook: So, there just was sone (inaudible) w se you' re saying?
Rosenbaum Yes, right.

Cook: Your not opposed to going that route?

Rosenbaum Not at all.

Cook: | nean you went, | nean obviously you could chose to pave
the enti re alley if you wanted to be generous to your neighbors. So, the
reason, though, that you went with this assessnent district was just to
get it done, basically, not to, not because you wanted to spread out the
cost sonehow for areas you weren't needing.

M. Rosenbaum Right.

53333

Ms. Seng: Have we ever used, | can't ask you that, | need to ask
Staff. Have we ever used CDBG dollars on alleys? | know we don't
usual | y.

M. Cole: The question was what again, |'msorry.

M. Seng: Have we used CDBG dollars on alleys?

M. Cole: Urban Developnment will not allowus to do that. It's ny

understanding it's only on Paving Units and Paving Districts.

Ms. Seng: Yeah, K

M. Shoecraft: What about 26th Street, the alley behind there?

M. Cole: Uh, 26th and ....... ?

Ms. Seng: V\éII just south of O Street. Last year, renmenber?

M. Shoecraft: I t hought we did.

I\/r Cole: CDBG? 1'd have to check. | can check and |l et you know,
but in talking with Urban Devel opnent they told nme no based on that.

I\/r Cook: So clarification here, if this paving district were to go
forward who maintains it when pothol es devel op down the road?

M. Cole: That's a big subject with our potholers, no doubt but,
technically speaking to answer that the Cty Miintenance Dept. would

maintain it, however, we do not plow alleys. It would probably be placed
on alist. | would refer that, possibly, to our Mintenance Division to
et them coment on it, but habit wise we don't go in and tear out an
alley and replace it. Well, it can be repaired. W nay approach it under

a repavement district. W could which would be assessible to the property
owner in the future yes. Wrmaintain not to do that if we can help it.
usual ly we patch it.

M. Cook: |If this were paved by the Tenple, just the portion by the
parking | ot, what would the (inaudible) sanme thing?

M. Cole: Same thing. You're |ooking at the grading of that alley.
They coul d approach us with a grading and graving district in which the

property owners pay just for the materials used and the City will then
conme in and blade that rock or gravel back in which is substantially
lower. However, | think we nust | ook at as a tenporary relief.

M. Cook: Based on what |'ve heard here today is that if we find
some way of paving the alley next to their parking lot and if that can be
done (inaudible) fine, if there's sone other nethod that we need to
(inaudible). It doesn't sound like it makes sense to assess them al ong
the way if there isn't a conplaint from neighbors down the alley and if
the Tenpl e doesn't need that access.

M. Cole: It's a viable option. We could look at it going that
route.

M. Cook: W don't have to vote on this until next week anyway so
we can maybe find out what the Executive Order process is.

M. Cole: I'Il look into that connection

M. Cook: 1'd have one question. |If we, | brought up the idea of
hal f the alley, but | can al so appreci ate that perhaps the congregants who
are comng to services or what have you mi ght be using, say we paved t hat
portion where you paved because you'll be paying for it, but the portion
bet ween the Tenple and the | ot are people going to conme fromthe other end
and as aresult if it's not paved on that part are we going to be causing
probl ens for everybody. | guess nmaybe they're coning that way now anyway.
| don't know if that woul d aggravate the situation or not? | raise that
both froma construction standpoint as well as practicality.
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M. Cole: | would refer that as far as ingress and egress through
that alley way to a Law Dept. question based on if there's a one way that
we have to use going in and out. Based on the congregation itself we'l
have to It themanswer that, but | don't know what our pattern of traffic
is for our one-ways outside of the downtown area.

M. Rosenbaum There's no north access so that entrance to the
Tenple is either fromthe south side, to that parking lot it's either from
the south side or from the west side. So, | doubt that, on a rare
occasi on people exit to the north. |I've never seen anyone enter fromthe
north and | doubt that pavi ng woul d have any reason to change that at all

M. Cook: One last question then. Forgive ne for asking, but is
t here because of the interest by your congregation to have this paved have
you had any di scussions on possibly working with the other honmeowners to
perhaps provide a little financial relief to themor?

M. Rosenbaum In principle, in theory we would like to do that,
but we ran, as Treasurer | know, we have a $21, 000 deficit in our budget
and $105, 000 budget and we're about $21,000 deficit. So, we're running
tight all the time. W pretty nuch eke it out every year and we're not
even exactly sure how we'll cover our share of doing it in this way where
the City, ineffect, is financing it and we're paying it over tine. We'l|
have to do it, but | don't think we're in a position to provide financia
relief to anyone el se.

This matter was taken under advi senment.

M. Shoecraft: Madam O erk, they request a five ninute break to fix
the m ke situation because the view ng public at home cannot hear us.

***TOOK BREAK 6:05 p.m*** *** RECONVENED 6:13 P. M ***

APPROVI NG A LEASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CI TY AND QMEST WRELESS L.L.C. TO CO
LOCATE TELECOVMUNI CATI ON ANTENNAS ON THE TOWER BEI NG CONSTRUCTED AT STAR
CI TY SHORES AT 27TH AND HI GHWAY 2;

APPROVI NG A LEASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CI TY AND QWEST W RELESS L. L. C. TO LCCATE
TELECOVMUNI CATI ON ANTENNAS ON THE CARRI AGE PARK GARAGE AT 1128 L. STREET -
Jill Bazell, Real Estate Consultant for Qrvest Wreless, 910 N. 43rd Ave.,
Omha, NE: |'mhere today to get approval for two | eases that we've been
working with the Gty of Lincoln to co-locate our wireless facilities on
Both of these sites are preferred under the Lincoln Wreless ordi nance to
co-locate on this property. I can explain nore if you guys have any
guesti ons. We've gone through all the process. The urban design is
approved. At both of these | ocations we've worked with the City Attorney
on an acceptabl e | ease.

This matter was taken under advi senent.

CHANGE OF ZONE 3272 - APPLI CATI ON OF HARTLAND HOVES, | NC. AND HAMPTON ENTERPRI SES
FOR A CHANGE FROM AG AGRICULTURAL TO R-3 RESIDENTIAL, ON PROPERTY
CGENERALLY LOCATED NORTH OF OLD CHENEY ROAD AND WEST OF 84TH STREET;

CHANGE OF ZONE 3288 - AMENDI NG SECTI ON 27.63. 590, TEMPORARY STORAGE OF
CONSTRUCTI ON EQUI PMENT AND MATERI ALS, TO ALLOWTHE PERM T TO BE GRANTED ON
LOTS LESS THAN 10 ACRES AND TO REMOVE THE TIME LIM T,

SPECI AL PERM T 1313A - APPLI CATI ON OF HAMPTON ENTERPRI SES TO EXTEND THE TI ME
PERI OD AND REDUCE THE AREA OF A SPECI AL PERM T FOR TEMPORARY STORAGE OF
CONSTRUCTI ON  EQUI PMENT AND MATERI ALS ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT
APPROXI MATELY 84TH STREET AND GLYNQAKS DRI VE;

SPECI AL PERM T 1876 - APPLI CATI ON OF HARTLAND HOVES, | NC. TO CONSTRUCT AN EARLY
CHI LDHOOD CARE FACI LI TY FOR 110 CHI LDREN, WAI VI NG THE REQUI RED ACCESS ON
AN ARTERI AL STREET, AND ALLOW NG THE REQUI RED BUI LDI NG ELEVATI ON TO BE
PROVI DED AT THE Tl ME OF THE BUI LDI NG PERM T, ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED
WEST OF 84TH STREET AND NORTH OF OLD CHENEY RQAD;

ACCEPTI NG AND APPROVI NG THE PRELI M NARY PLAT OF HARTLAND HOVES EAST 1ST ADDI Tl ON
FOR 136 LOIS AND ONE QUTLOT, W TH WAI VERS TO THE REQUI REMENTS OF BLOCK
LENGTH, LOT DEPTH ABUTTI NG A MAJOR STREET AND STREET APPROACH PLATFORMS,
ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED WEST OF 84TH STREET AND NORTH OF OLD CHENEY
ROAD - Lyle Loth, ESP Engineers: Here on behal f of Duane Hartl and,
Hartland Hormes who's also here with ne this evening as well as Brian
Carstens. Brian Carstens did the work on the Special Pernit for the child
care facility which is also a part of this project. W don't have a rea
formal presentation this evening. W've been working quite diligently
with the Planning and Public Wrks Staff over the past several nonths.
And, we have received a conditional recomendati on of approval fromthe

Pl anni ng Conmi ssi on. W have addressed all of the conditions and we
believe we're in a position to get your approval and so that we can nove
forward with the project. 1'd entertain any questions that you nmi ght have

at this time? Duane do you have any conments? Nope.



REGULAR MEETI NG
FEB. 26, 2001
PAGE 70

Steve Henrichsen, Planning Dept.: I thought | would just very
briefly explain the two amendnments that had been forwarded to you. Both
of these anendnments actually apply to the portion of the itenms that is the
Hanpton Enterprises Special Permit for a tenporary construction, er
tenporary storage construction for materials and equi pnent. Both these
amendnments | did have a chance to talk with Joe Hanpton and Brian Carsten
about this afternoon and they were fine with both the amendnents. Both of
themare just to clarify sone mnor itens interns of the lot area and to
have a nore specific tinme frame rather than a open ended linmted tinme
frame. So, the anendments woul d set, they could be a period of 15 years
with a five year extension and this was acceptabl e to Hanpton Enterprises.

M. Cook: Gk, since 15 years though is essentially a replacenent
for the 10 year limt that was previously ..

M. Henrichsen: That is correct.

M. Cook: (i naudi bl e) explanation as to why you could just
elimnate this time limt altogether you' ve decided to put it back, what,
because there's a fear to put inatinme limt or .

M. Henrichsen: No, | think it was to try to get a little clarity
rather than just having it open ended. Limted to that was 50 years
limted conpared to a 100. Wasn't really neant to be one year to try to
give sone type of anideainterns of the tine frane. Hanpton Enterprises
has been in their site over 10 years. |It's been operating, pretty nuch as
| understand, without conplaint. And, | think they're |ooking to cease
probably in the near term

M. Cook: They're the only Special Pernit holder of this kind?

M. Henrichsen: That is correct.

M. Cook: (inaudible) change this text at all or they could go in
for administrative extensions or one year each year for the next three or
four years and just cover it that way couldn't they?

M. Henrichsen: Well, the reason the anendnent was necessary is
because they fall |ess than 10 acres.

M. Cook: ©Ch, less than 10 acres.

M. Henrichsen: That's right, so ..

M. Cook: That's the other thing then, it was bei ng made wai veabl e
so that we could reduce it to any size and now you've decided to limt it
to seven so we're just special casing this to bunp it just alittle | ower
t han what they need?

M. Henrichsen: Basically, the concern of Building & Safety was
that there are sone acreage subdivisions that are zoned AG because the
acreage subdivi sion was devel oped nore than 20 years ago when AG zoning
al | oned one acre lot size. And, their concern was that this really should
be kept to large properties like the Hanpton Enterprises and not to the
very typical 3 to 5 acre lot size. And, so that's why the 7 was picked is
to try to give some neasure of protection to acre subdivisions which
typically have 3 to 5 acre |ots.

June Sinpson, 84th Street: | have a concern only and that is that
I'm wondering about the residential whether it might be in the flood
pl ai n, because |I'mnot really sure where this is. | have general idea

but the Hanpton property is quite low and is there flood plain there and
if soisn't that affected as far as residential?

M. Henrichsen: I don't see the hand held nicrophone, but 1"l
poi nt out on the nap here, yes this property is adjacent to Antel ope Creek
and the Antel ope Creek flood plain. The residential lots as proposed
general Iy nost of those lots will remain outside of the flood plain. They
are at a higher elevation. The property that is occupied by Hanpton
Enterprises whichis inthe location imedi ately west of 84th Street, that
property is in the flood plain and as that property, once the tenporary
construction site is renoved he will cone forward at a future date with a
plat for that property and will address the flood plain inmpact at that
time. But, the Prelimnary Plat as proposed does comply with all of our
fl ood plain standards currently.

M. Shoecraft: Someone want to nove the amendments?

Ms. Seng: So noved. | nove it on both of them

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

ADOPTI NG THE SUPPLEMENTS TO THE LINCOLN MUNI Cl PAL CODE DATED JUNE, 1999;

DECEMBER, 1999; JUNE, 2000; AND DECEMBER 2000, AS PART OF THE OFFI Cl AL
LI NCOLN MUNI Cl PAL CODE - M. Cook: | have a question for Dana Roper. |
assune that every ordinance we pass updates the Lincoln Minicipal Code
goes into affect (inaudible) days to pass it...

Dana Roper, City Attorney: Fifteen

M. Cook: Wy do we need to pass a special order adopting
suppl enents to the code?
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M. Roper: This is when those ordi nances that you passed becone
codified and at that tine (inaudible)there may be typos or other things

t hat have been picked up. The super official version, if you will, that
you' re adopting ..
M. Cook: It has no neaning as far as |aw enforcenent.

M. Roper: The |laws that you've passed are in effect 15 days after
passage and publication and this is nerely codifying and cleaning up if
there's any typos in there a comma, or printing mstakes or any of those
ki nds of things this nerely clarifies that.

M. Cook: 1Is it always done at this type of interval. | nean this
goes back to June of .

M. Roper: This, we'd nornally do it sooner than that and we will
probably do themyearly.

M. Cook: Even though we get paper copies periodically (inaudible)
the code that is on line that the public | ooks at is updated as quickly as

you can after we pass ordinances. |s that correct?
M. Roper: Correct.
M. Cook: That's the one that | refer to. I'm assum ng that

there's generally not too many changes mmade.
M. Roper: No, no. This is probably nore fornality than anything.
M. Cook: Thank you.
This matter was taken under advi sement.

APPEAL OF ARLON E. AND CORRI NE D. BARTELS, DALE AND JENINE M MElI NER, DEANNA
MUMGAARD, MARY MJIMGAARD, DAVID WATTS, DRENNEN WATTS, M LAl MONS
| ESALNI EKS, AND LARRY AND DENI SE MAACK, FROM THE PLANNI NG COWM SSI ON
APPROVAL OF SPECIAL PERM T 1892 AUTHORI ZI NG QWEST WRELESS L.L.C. TO
CONSTRUCT A 123" TALL PERSONAL W RELESS FACI LI TY W TH ASSOCI ATED GROUND
EQUI PMENT AND A WAl VER OF THE FALL ZONE REQUI REMENT ON PROPERTY GENERALLY
LOCATED AT N. 7TH STREET AND FLETCHER AVE. - Sharon Martin, Real Estate

Manager of Qaest Wreless, 910 N. 43rd Ave., Omha, NE: |'mrepresenting
Qnest Wreless on this application that went through the Planning
Conmission. | would like to request a little tine beyond the five mnutes

to explain howit is that we got to be here today would that be alright?

M. Shoecraft: How nuch tinme do you need?

Ms. Martin: Probably about 15 minutes. Can | do it in 10?

M. Shoecraft: |If you can wap it up in less than 10 that woul d be
great.

Ms. Martin: OK |'Il try to do that. This application cane to be
it's located al ong 600 Fl etcher

M. Roper: M. Chairnman,

M. Shoecraft: Should the appeal people go first?

M. Roper: Exactly. This is not your ball to carry right now. The
appeal people, the peopl e who have appeal ed the decision to grant you the
license should go first if that's OK?

Ms. Martin: That's fine. No problem

Deni se Maack, 535 Pennsylvania Ave.: | am here to appeal the
cellular tower. There are many people in our area that are nore or |ess
acreage people and a lot of themreally didn't hear about this until after
they'd had the hearing. And, so we called our neighborhood and pretty
much advi sed t hem of what was happening. | have sone pictures. W have
so many, we already have three cell towers in like within a half a mle
radi us which | have pictures to show you fromlike one of themis fromny
front door. Another one from7th and Fl etcher which you could see two of
them two cell towers very clearly. Cell tower right here and one right
here and there woul d be one located right here which is Alltel's and what
they're wanting to do is | ocate one right across the street fromthere.
This particular photo is taken frommy front door which the cellular tower
woul d be located right here within a very good view. W already have one
over here and there's one here and a little bit further down. This is
another picture fromny front yard. Hereis the Alltel tower, the Western
Tower. Western Wreless is here and al so here, no this is Sprint and this
is Western Wreless and they're wanting to locate right here. I
understand that the nei ghbors protested this before when the Alltel tower
went in and nothing really was done differently. Alltel, | guess, owned
their own property there, therefore they went ahead and put the tower up
There evidently no existing, they cannot use that existing propoerty in
order to put a cell tower on Alltel is what they have told ne and | don't
know whet her that's really been research or not. | don't think that they
have really researched the wireless, the Western Wreless and | believe
that that probably could be a possibility for use. Al so, the Sprint
they're all there and | guess we just really feel |ike we're being over
powered with these towers and |'mnot sure where the end will be whet her
we are just going to continue to put them up or whether we can find an
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alternative for this and naybe they coul d nake one of these other towers
wor k for what they needed for the existing things that they're wanting to
put on there. They have told ne, also, that they were planning on putting
this tower up, the new tower up and have al so roomfor two or three nore
conpetitors to be put on that sane tower. Well, why don't they do that
now is ny question and do it on an already existing tower. W feel I|ike
it's visual pollution and the nei ghbors in the community would really not
like to see this cellular tower in addition to the ones we al ready have.

June Sinpson, 84th Street: |I'minterested in this because we were
al so about to have a tower right behind ny house and what happened there,
is | believe, and this is what |I've heard and | think it's true, Qnest was
going to put a tower right behind our house. They had not apparently
asked to see if there was roomon the tower that's existing there, because
apparently sonmeone who was retired fromAT&T checked with the owner of the
tower at 83rd & Pioneers. That owner said, "Ch yes there is roomon this

tower", and Qmnest then said, "Ch, OK we'll take that". So, | guess the
fact that someone has | ooked to see if there's other roomI|'mnot sure
woul d believe that. That's what |'msaying. | would definitely want to

know for sure they had checked to see if there was room on other towers.
The other thing is, ny son works with towers in Estes Park at the Rocky
Mount ai n National Park, he deals with this all the time and he said that
new t echnol ogy allows for their antennaes to go on top of buildings, in
roof tops, in church towers, etc. And, that they're nmain goal is usually
to build the tower so they can sell that space to other people. So,
they're not just needing their antennae, they're wanting to sell this
possibility to other providers. So, | think there's a lot here that needs
to be addressed besides just saying, yes, we need a tower here. Also,

understand that according to people in the antennae field that before | ong
all of this will be done via satellite. So, here we are going to have a
bunch of ugly towers and before |ong we probably won't need them at al

and these people are going to have to live with them and all ow Quaest and
other to nake noney off of themat their expense that visual pollution

M. Shoecraft: Staff now. Set forth you findings of your
recomendati on for denial, please.
Jenni fer Dam Pl anning Dept.: There were a variety of findings

primarily on page 11 of the fact sheet that Item No. 22, Section
27.68.100B of our ordinance states that an application to construct new
towers may be denied if the applicant has not shown by substanti al
evidence that it has nade a good faith effort to nount the facilities on
an existing structure and or tower. Nunber 21 classifies this area as a
sensitive location being predonminately residential and al ong an entryway
corridor. And Item No. 23 points out that Section 27.68.100C of the
ordi nance states that |ocations and sensitive l|location sites shall be
considered only if the applicant provides evi dence showi ng what good faith
efforts and nmeasures were taken to secure a preferred location site or
limted preference site within a half a nmle. And, two denpnstrates with
Engi neering evidence why such preferred location site or Ilimted
preference site was not technicologically, legally, or economcally
feasible. W don't feel that those have been net to date

M. Canp: Jennifer while you' re here, June had brought up about the
co-location and maybe when the Qrest people are forward too, | need to ask
them about the utilization of those other three towers. Do you know if
that's been pursued or is that nore appropriate for those individual s?

Ms. Dam | can answer some of those questions. They did originally
receive an Admnistrative Permt to co-locate on the Alltel site which is
i medi ately south of the proposed site. The stipulation or condition of
that proposal was to show that the tower was capable of handling,

structurally capabl e of handling their equi pment as well. It turns out it
was not, so they began to | ook at another site in the area. | spelled out
in the Staff report sone of the conversations |1've had wth
representatives from Wstern Wreless. They had spoken with

representatives of Western Wreless. The last that | heard they cancell ed
any site visits with Western Wreless and indicated that they were not
interested in that site. That's ny understanding at this point.

Sharon Martin, Qwvest Wreless: Just to kind of give you a little
nore background about what's gone on with this site. W had originally,
when we designed our whole network within Nebraska and especially wthin
Lincoln, this site was chosen to cover north Lincoln specifically because
we wanted to co-locate with Alltel. That was the |l ocation that would give
us the nobst optinum coverage and still maxinm ze the zoning standards of
co-location. W applied for co-location both with Alltel and with the
Pl anning Dept. W received an Administrative Permit allowing us to co-
locate with Alltel. W also received permission fromAlltel to co-locate
At that time we hadn't been advised that AT&T was already granted
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perm ssion to co-locate as well. Wen we went out to do our second
structural to nake sure that it would, by structural | nean neet the

Buil ding & Safety ordi nance that the tower not nobve nore than one degree
in 100 mle an hour winds. That's one of the regulators that's put on us
at Building & Safety before we can pull a building permt. Wen we ran
the structural analysis of the Alltel with AT&T equi pnent on that pole it
failed as it stands today. It does not neet that requirement with AT&T on
there. W hired a second structural conpany to cone in and verify the
initial findings and they were found to be true by two separate structura
engi neers. W' ve | ooked at Western Wrel ess and we have | ooked at Sprint.
Bot h of those poles do not work froma technical perspective which is part
of what Jennifer Damhas been tal king about. This is a nap of the area in
guestion. The site in red is approximtely where the Wstern Wrel ess
tower is. The site in blue is where the Sprint tower is. The yellowsite
is Alltel and the green is where Qamest is proposing a |location to go.

have overlays that | could al so pass out to you that explained what the
coverage i ssues are and | al so have Dave Smith our Seni or RF Engi neer that
can explain the coverage. This is what the coverage would | ook like if we

were to co-locate with Wstern Wrel ess. The only reason we nmade
application with Western Wreless to begin with was in order to nove our
application fromthe Planni ng Departnment to Planning Comm ssion. It was

determ ned by Planning Staff that we had to apply with Western Wrel ess.
We explained at the beginning that it did not work from a technical
perspective. W were told that we had to apply to co-locate anyway. So,
it was sonmething we did to nove the application fromthe Planing Staff to
t he Pl anni ng Conmi ssion. This is the coverage objective which would have
been the sane on the Alltel site or their proposed site where we're
| ooki ng at. And, the inportant area here is down 180 on the entryway
corridor to cover that simlar to what Alltel is providing coverage in
that area. Regarding sone of the questions that were brought up earlier
as far as these poles we do post a performance bond for each and every
site that we have to build. 1In the event that we're no |longer going to
use that site that performance bond insures that we renove that, all of
our equi pnent and restore the site to the way it is today. So that's
sonet hing of a nmute point. W never abandon a pole and |eave it to rust
and be an eyesore in the area. Another issue | wanted to nention, the
Sprint site doesn't work because it's 70 feet tall. We're trying to
t opographically cover sonething that is way too short for us to recover
and Dave Smith our RF Engineer can speak to that in a nonent. Fromthat
perspective | al so have spoken with npst of the neighbors inthe area. W
had 27 indivi dual neighbors sign a letter of not opposing this site, that
t hey had no opposition. On January 31, a few days after we were approved
at Pl anni ng Conmi ssion, we sent out a letter to all the neighbors in the
general vacinity. There's no exact nei ghborhood associ ati on set up as per
urban design since this is outside the Gty linits. W canvased the
nei ghbor hood and sent out letters to everyone a few days after we were
approved at Pl anni ng Comm ssion before this was appealed to Cty Counci
to try to nmeet with them and work out any issues that they did have
because we realized that there were at |east a handful of neighbors that
di d have concerns. W left two different phone nunbers if the time set up
wasn't convenient for themto call us. Somebody would set up sonething
one on one. W had one person call us. For her we played phone tag and
wer e abl e to answer her questions about doi ng sonme additional | andscapi ng.
We held the neeting and no one else came and that was on February 13th.
After we held the neeting we went ahead and call ed each of the nei ghbors
that had concerns in the area to try to address those concerns and we
tal ked to several people about their view and what we could do to try to
mtigate sonme of their concerns. W did have sone success with offering
sonme additional |andscaping to use the mature trees that are already in
the area, put sonme additional |andscaping in there to try to help cover
the viewfromtheir front door. W did also go out and take sone pictures
that | can share with you of what's already in the area. What we have
done is use conputer aided design to show what the area currently | ooks
like fromdifferent angles and what it would | ook |ike with our equi pment
placed. This is on 7th Street |ooking towards Fl etcher and you can see
here the Alltel tower with the AT&T co-location. This is fromthat exact
same picture. The conputerated design has superinposed our pol e back here
and that is what our pole would look like from that direction. Thi s
phot ograph shows, this is standing on the 14th Street bridge | ooking
Sout hwest and you can see the ALLTEL tower, this is the Sprint tower the
shorter and the Western Wreless tower. This is that same view and over
here on the right you can see our equi pnent superinposed. | have severa
of these | can go through or | can hand them out for your approval which
ever you prefer. | would |like to have Dave Snith our Seni or RF Engi neer
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he has 35 years engineering experience, and can really explain the
coverage issues better than | can, but |I'mhere to answer any questions
about the nei ghborhood or the process that's gotten us here.

Dave Smith, Senior Engineer for Quwest Wreless: The coverage
probl em and what we're trying to alleviate here is we are trying to cover
one corridor here at 180. Wth the Western Wrel ess tower we have a hil
in this local area right here that blocks the signal. If we were to co-
| ocate Western Wreless we would not have our coverage on |-80 which in
turn woul d have to hand-off to our next site down the road. The proposed
site woul d give us the necessary coverage down 180 to hand-of f and provide
our custoners a even, nice, snooth hand-off in comunications. 180, 80,
and the rest of the corridor on 34. Wth this hill in the way, that's
what creates the problem Wstern Wreless is not going to work. There's
no way that we can possibly make this work to provide our custoners
necessary coverage. |If we were to use Sprint we'd have to require Sprint
to turn their site down. They'd have to conme up with a CONso they don't
| ose revenue so we could construct another tower then we'd have to give
that tower back to Sprint. That's not a feasible idea either. The only
way to make this work, Lincoln 21, this Fletcher site would have to give
us the coverage required to neet our objectives.

Annette McRoy, Council Menber: Where is your next tower at? Is it
down |ike (inaudible).

M. Smith: Yes it is. It's down there by the stadi um

Ms. Martin: Just one quick thing that 1'd like to add, obviously
this site was sel ected because we originally wanted to co-locate. That's
the preferred method for us. It's nore tinely. It's |ess expensive. The
pol es are very expensive. You'd never know if soneone's going to co-
locate. |It's sonewhat irrelevant when you're trying to | aunch a network
You want to get in, do the mninum zoning possible, mninmminpact with
t he nei ghbors. We've worked really close with the neighbors and |
understand that they do have concerns and I'mvery willing to work with
themas we build this to try to | andscape in various ways and be creative
that way to try to nmitigate the view. One of ny concerns is if we're not
able to build this site, if we use the area that's in red we're going to
have to put up a third pole along this strip in order to achieve the sane
coverage which we're going to have to have in order to carry a signa
along 180. So, ny concern is where one pole would solve the problem |
woul d hate to have to put it to co-locate Iines and then put in a new pole
and basically make it soneone else's problem |[It's kind of the result it
woul d have to have. W would shift it fromone area to another and stil
need a third pole instead of just two sites to nake the same coverage.

M. Cook: (inaudible) the possibility of having to put in a third

pol e, as your system devel oped and the town is built out there will be
many nore (inaudible). WIIl there come a tine when the capacity of this
particular pole will be (inaudible) won't be enough and have to put up

anot her pol e.
M. Smith: At this point intine | can't say that. W can always

go a second carrier. Th second carrier will give us the opportunity to
have a lot nore loading on this particular tower. W may and may not.
I"'mnot at liberty right nowto say. It just depends on how our system

grows what's going to happen

M. Cook: But the issue of putting up another tower we don't really
knowif it's necessary to put another necessarily, there m ght be anot her
possibility for co-locating or to put a structure (inaudible) to serve the

area that is not (inaudible). | assunme we just haven't done that analysis
yet to determine what tower or whether you could use sone pole
(i naudi bl e).

M. Smth: Well, we've been trying to co-locate as nuch as

possi ble. W' ve done a |ot of roof tops, a lot of co-locations and ot her
sites. This particular site we've tried everything possible totry to co-
| ocate, it just was not feasible. And, now as far as the second carrier
what |'mtal king about is we can offer two carriers, or two frequencies on
our systemto take care of any overl oad.

M. Cook: | guess fromthe point of view of reducing the nunber of
towers if we knew ahead of tine that co-locating, say on the Wstern
Wreless tower (inaudible) a second location for an antennae that wasn't
on a tower so you found a stealth |ocation that would serve the area that
(i naudi bl e) any additional towers. You would have two sites, however, to
serve the area instead of one, but fromthe point of view of appearance of
the public we'd benefit without that analysis of the possibility of what
we would need to have done (inaudible). Wat would need to be done to
cover this area | don't know, | don't feel that we have enough i nfornation
yet to know whether or not (inaudible) to cover that area or whether or
not there's another possibility that woul d be better
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M. Smith: Well, if we don't go with this site here, if we do not

use this Fletcher site, again, we'll have the problemof, and if you force
us to go with Wstern Wreless, we would have to build a tower or
sonething down in this |ocation. As you can see we would not have

coverage. W could not provide coverage to our custoners at all

M. Cook: That's ny question you haven't |ooked at that area you
were pointing at to (inaudible) tower there versus is you could put a
steal th antennae up.

M. Smith: | believe we have.
M. Cook: Have to put up a tower.
M. Smith: | believe that Real Estate has been | ooking at that for

us.

Ms. Martin: We've |looked into that area. W would need sonething
taller than any structure that currently exists along the |1-80 corridor
into towmn. R ght now we're looking at a 123" structure north or town.
That height is obviously going to vary by topography, but as you drive
down that corridor nost of those buildings are not of that stature |ike
t hey are downtown where you can use a |lot of rooftop facilities because
t hey neet the hei ght requirenents.

M. Cook: You're not talking about those what woul d have go in at
that | ocation woul d be necessary to (inaudible).

Ms. Martin: If we didn't get the west, if we didn't get the
proposed site at 600 Fl etcher, you're tal king about nmoving south al ong 180
further into town?

M. Cook: | am what |I'm asking is that if you get the Wstern
Wreless |location the area that your nmissing is fairly small, would you
really need that tall a tower to serve?

Ms. Martin: W probably would not use the Western Wreless facility
because we woul d start, and Dave coul d probably speak to this better, but
we would run interference with other sites. |It's the way radar frequency
works, it's been explained to nme, and being a lay person it gets expl ai ned
to ne kind of in baby terns and that hel ps ne understand, but when these
signals, when the green from one site overlaps the green of another it
creates interference and that cancels out the signal. So, if you have a
radio wave coming in this way and another one hitting it head on it
cancel s each other out, there's no coverage. So, they have to be placed,
it has to be placed far enough away fromour site up at Menorial Stadium
that the signal that we're getting off the Menorial Stadiumsite doesn't
bang into the signal onto this site and cause it to cancel each other out.
So, it creates where we would have to put one pole of an undeterm ned
hei ght somewhere along the 1-80, the 180 corridor, which | understand is
still a sensitive location because it's an entryway corridor. W' d want
one right along that corridor and then we would go north of 600 Fletcher
further away fromthat particul ar nei ghborhood and put another tower there
to get the sane coverage off of this one. So, it creates, creates kind of
an i mbal ance to do those two rather than this one that's farther away from
the entryway corridor, farther back than what Wstern Wreless is. | know
that, | don't know if this board had the power, but | certainly would
offer the Alltel, | mean if the Alltel tower was built under today's
ordi nance the way ours is it woul d have accommopdat ed nysel f and AT&T. You
could certainly nove themto our tower and then we would still have a net
zero of towers. | nmean | would, | wish we could do that. | know there's
probably no way to physically to it, but that woul d obviously be a better
solution for everybody would be to replace the old towers that don't neet
the structural capacity as they have to today.

M. Cook: The case of the Sprint tower?

Ms. Martin: We can't. W have, there's a mechanismcalled Cellul ar
on Wheels. The acronymis CON |It's basically a nobile antennae that you
can pull on a trailer, take with you and you crank it up and it goes up
and you hook it up to power and it gives off a signal. By today's zoning
ordinances in Lincoln those are not allowed. That's what Sprint would
have to do to acconmmbpdate us and we're going to run into that sane ridge
that's bl ocking our on 180. But, even if we did that with Alltel if you
put up one of those Cellular's on Weels it's a Special Permit again. You
have to go all the way through the permtting process, take down the
Alltel tower, conpletely dismantle it, take down AT&T so you actual ly need
two Cell on Wheels. One for Alltel. One for AT&T. Have Alltel rebuild
the tower to structural integrity as it would be required under today's
ordi nance and then put Alltel back on there and put AT&T on there, then

allow ne to go on there. | haven't had any luck with Alltel trying to
talk theminto doing all that for ne. | don't know if anyone el se woul d,
but ... W had talked to Sprint about that on various sites, too, that

we've tried to use of there's that are not structurally capable and
they' ve pretty nuch told me it's not their problemto try to figure out
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sonet hing el se

M. Cook: The Sprint location here would work for you? Wuld co-
locate on it? too short, but if it were taller?

M. Smith: It's too short, yes.

M. Cook: If it's taller thoughit's, it ...

M. Snith: It would have to be taller, it would have to be
repl aced.

M. Cook: But, if that were done that |ocation works for you?

Ms. Martin: Fromny understanding | don't think it woul d because of
the sane ridge. There's, if | could pass these out real quick so you can
see them up cl ose

M. Cook: I"'mtrying to | ook at the note in here where that ..

Ms. Martin: Wen you |look at the map at the back, if you take off
these coverage plots and you |look at the map on the back, right next to
the on-of f ramp in the |Iower right quadrant of the 1-80, 80 nmerger there
you can see topographically that there's a raise, there's a ridge there
that keeps going up and up in elevation. The Western Wreless and the

Sprint sites, there signal shoots straight into that hill so it doesn't
get passed the hill and cone down to 180. Alltel and where we're
proposi ng are enough on this sloping ridge of that that it cones around
that hill and down 180. |It's kind of Iike a beamof light. If we were to

go where their Sprint (inaudible) maxinize the coverage off this one site.
And, that's why Alltel was originally chosen as our preferred |ocation to
co-l ocat e because they have that site to the west of 7th Street there.

M. Cook: (inaudible) mark that particular issue (i naudi bl e)
i nstead of saying that it would not work | ocation wise it was a di scussion
of yes it's too short, but if it were to be replaced with a taller tower
that there were other problens, but those were not technical problens
those were | egal or whatever. Now, you're saying that they're technica
probl ens so ..

Ms. Martin: Well there'samult..., it'sthe sanethingwith Allte
and Sprint, they really aren't going to be hel pful to ne as far as taking
their site off air and letting ne replace their pole. It's a sinmlar

i ssue, but yes there is also a technical reason that we can't shoot
through this ridge. Altel would be ny preferred |location as far as to
maxi m ze the coverage off this site or as close to Alltel as | can get and
that's why | chose the site 600 away fromthe Alltel tower. | believe
the ordinance requires ne to be at | east 500" away because | went, | mean
ny goal is to try to keep this as close to Alltel to mnimze the nunber
of neighbors affected. | was afraid if we spread it out nuch farther
than, basically, every neighbors got a tower sonmewhere near them At
least | was trying to keep it close together to try to ..

M. Cook: There may be no inconsistency, it's just when | read one
reason for why you can't do it here and then you give ne anot her one here
it .

Ms. Martin: It gets so conplicated so fast and that is why I'mgl ad
' mnot an engi neer.

M. Cook: | guess the last thing I'd say is just in regard to
sonet hing that was said at the Pl anni ng Comi ssion neeting which is that,
Ok, one of the reasons that you can give for why co-locating won't work is
the coverage you want, but that coverage map is determ ned by you as a
corporation that you say you want towers here, here, here and that you
want to maxim ze your investnent by naking sure you get this coverage area
here and that'll keep you fromhaving to put up, you know, sone additiona
site which even if it's stealthy it would still be nobre costly equi prent
wi se. And, so we don't have any say over that, you just cone in and say
coverage won't work. This is the coverage we want and we're stuck. It
makes me a little unconfortable.

Ms. Martin: | would say that to say what we use is the ordinance
when we | ook at preferred sites versus sensitive sites when Real Estate
and t he Radi o Frequency Engi neers work together. That was the first thing
that we started on three years ago is we cane to Lincoln and requested al
of the zoning ordi nances as they apply to wireless facilities. W, being
Real Estate nyself, we | ook through those and what are the issues around
zoning. What is basically the fastest and | east intrusive way for ne to
get into this market. That's nmy goal as a corporation is to not be here,
but to try to do adnministrative pernmits or the snoothest way possible to
co-l ocate whenever | can. It's actually cheaper, in many instances, for
nme to co-locate. A lot of tines the carrier's will have Mster Lease
Agr eenent s bet ween one anot her that are relatively i nexpensive conpared to
ot her market prices. W do so nuch co-location back and forth it tends to
zero out and | don't have to buy a $40,000 pole. So, it often behooves ne
financially, which froma corporate perspective is always the way to be
behooved, to co-locate as well as the zoning issues. It's a lot of easier
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manpower wise for ne not to have to do a | ot zoning between Pl anni ng and
Cty Council. So, that is sonewhat how the Cities give us their input
when we start our network design. | put that together with the zoni ng nmap

of what the different jurisdictions are and what the verticality is
already in a city |l ooking for existing poles. Then | work with RF, they
basically say, in our dreamworld we'd |i ke to have themhere, here, here,
and here,. and, | | ook back at them and say welcome to realty you're not
getting one there, there, there, or there, go back and try again. And so,
we work for about a year back and forth on what am | going to have to
zone? VWhat can | do as an administrative pernmit? Wat's a rooftop?
What can | do stealthy? And, we neke all that plan. So, it's not really
hodge podge. There really is a big naster plan

M. Cook: Onh, | didn't suggest there was.

Ms. Martin: It's not always clear because we often don't bring nany

sites to you. | nean that's sort of our goal is to not, not have to be
here and be in front of you and use what is already out there. Downtown
is a great environnent for that. Anyt hing where there is already
verticality. This was chosen from ny perspective with Altel and

Wreless. That is gave them not perfect coverage, but good enough that
our RF could live with it and | could zone it by co-locating with Alltel
Unfortunately, inthis instance it didn't work out because AT&T beat nme to

t he punch.

Ms. McRoy: How will this particular tower and the upcom ng design
(i naudi bl e)

Ms. Dam |I'msorry could you repeat your question?

Ms. McRoy: Tower and the design corridor (inaudible)

Ms. Dam | don't think the proposed tower will have a specific
i npact on the detail ed entryway design corridors which are closer to the
Interstate proper wthin about 300" of the Interstate proper. The

proposed tower is further away than those standards actually apply to.'

Ms. McRoy: (i naudi bl e)

Ms. Dam It would still, the towers are still very visible as you
traverse the 1-80 entryway to the City. This is beyond the 300" adjacent
to the Interstate.

M. Cook: It was nentioned in the Staff report two additiona
i ssues, one was the Airport issue but that's not (inaudible).

Ms. Dam Right.

M. Cook: The other was the Board of Zoning Appeals that's still in
the |l oop, so even if we were to approve and the Board of Zoning Appeal s
said no and then it's null and void?

Ms. Dam The Board of Zoning Appeals would still need to approve a
variance to the height because it's in an airport approach zone. W have
i nfornmati on froman FAA study and the Airport Authority indicating that it
is not a hazard and that previous towers in this area were granted
variances. So, | can't say that the Board of Zoning Appeals would grant
it, but based on sinmilar cases where appeals were granted

M. Cook: (inaudible)

Ms. Dam The COMN?

M. Cook: Are those allowed, or not allowed, or if they are all owed
do you just have to give a Special Pernit?

Ms. Dam A Special Permit would be required for a structure |ike
that, a tenporary structure to be in place. W don't' have a provision
that allows themto be put in place on a tenporary basis wthout going
t hrough this Special Permt process.

M. Cook: Is this a problemgenerally or this doesn't come up very
often, | guess, does it?

Ms. Dam No, it doesn't conme up very often. |n going through the
process to Planning Commission, if it's to facilitate co-location for a
Special Permit process |, off the top of my head, don't see a problemwith
it, but again we don't have any infornation to evaluate at this point and
tinme.

M. Cook: (i naudi bl e) based on what they said about Western
Wreless tower (inaudible) inthe Staff report it | ooked |ike they applied
and then 10 days later they decided to go out and buy on their own, er
t hey asked Western Wrel ess and then 10 days later... Really that was not
ever anything realistic they never neant to follow up on that.

Ms. Dam Qur standing ordinance requires that a good faith effort
be made to co-locate when co-location is possible. The coverage map that
was provided in the packet of information shows nore than just one area of
cover age. It shows the green area which is the area of coverage that
t hey' ve shown you today as their good coverage. And, then there's a
yell ow area outside of that that's shown as fair coverage. W haven't
received any information to be able to analyze on the Wstern Wreless
site to see where that fair coverage is or how that interacts with other
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sites without that technical information. It's hard to say and againit's
hard to know that the Western Wrel ess site would not work. W just don't
feel like we had all of the technical infornmation that could be provided
to us to nake the determ nation that that site could be ruled out.

M. Cook: (inaudible) matter here whether it will work desired on
their part, but whether it would possibly work in sone way or whether
there is an alternative to this site altogether that we should be
(i naudi bl e).

Ms. Dam Right.

Chai rman Shoecraft: The nei ghbors who are appeal i ng us do you have
a last shot at this as a rebuttal ?

Denise & Larry Maack, 535 Pennsylvania Ave: Larry Muack: W're
opposed to the tower because |ooking out our front wi ndow this will be
right in front of us. Right now we've already got three towers within a
quarter of nmile of each other and now we're going to have fourth one.
And, we brought sone pictures that ...

Ms. Maack: |'ve already shown them sorry. The only other thing I
guess we wanted to say is really the tower is laying there, the electrical
has been hooked up and they're ready to go. And, fromwhat | understand
just from another article in town that they've already they started a
tower before it was even approved. So, it nekes us wonder whether they
had done all the preparation that they needed to do or whether they're
just ready to start they're project and do it w thout the concerns of the
Cty of Lincoln.

This matter was taken under advi sement.

M SCELLANEQUS BUSI NESS

Lynn Robi son, no address given: Referred the City Council to a
letter he received from City Attorney R ck Peo concerning the Minicipal
Code

This matter was taken under advi senent.

ORDI NANCES - 3RD READI NG

VACATI NG A PORTI ON OF PI NE LAKE RD. FROM THE WEST LI NE OF LAZY ACRES SUBDI VI SI ON
WEST TO THE RAI LROAD RI GHT- OF- WAY, GENERALLY LOCATED WEST OF S. 14TH ST.
& PINE LAKE RD. (I'N CONNECTI ON W O0OR-308, O0OOR-309, 99-93) - PRIOCR to
readi ng:

COX Moved to place Bill #00-209 on Pendi ng.

Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

CLERK Read an ordi nance, introduced by Jon Canp, vacating Pine Lake Road
fromthe west Iine of Lazy Acres Subdivision west to the railroad right-
of -way, and retaining title thereto in the Cty of Lincoln, Lancaster
County, Nebraska, the third tine.

VACATI NG PI NE LAKE RD. FROM THE WEST LI NE OF LAZY ACRES SUBDI VI SI ON EAST TO THE
WEST LINE OF LOT 6 |.T., GENERALLY LOCATED WEST OF S. 14TH ST. & PI NE LAKE
RD. - PRIOR to reading:

COK Moved to place Bill #01-22 on Pendi ng.

Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,

Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

CLERK Read an ordi nance, introduced by Jon Canp, vacating Pine Lake Rd.
fromthe west |ine of Lazy Acres Subdivision east to the west |ine of
Lot 6 |I.T., generally located west of S 14th St. & Pine Lake Rd., &
retaining title thereto in the City of Lincoln, Lancaster County,
Nebraska, the third time.

AVENDI NG THE PAY SCHEDULES FOR CERTAI N EMPLOYEE GROUPS WHOSE CLASSI FICATION | S
PREFI XED BY THE LETTER N BY CREATI NG THE JOB TI TLE ANI MAL CONTROL OFFI CER
Il & BY CHANG NG THE TI TLE OF ANI MAL CONTROL OFFI CER TO ANI MAL CONTROL
OFFI CER | - CLERK read an ordi nance, introduced by Jon Canp, anmendi ng Sec.
1 of Od. 17707 relating to the pay schedules of enployees whose
classifications are assigned to the pay range which is prefixed by the
letter "N' by creating the job classification of "Animal Control Oficer
1" & changing the job classification title "Animal Control Oficer" to
“"Animal Control Officer I", the third tine.
CAVP Moved to pass ordi nance as read.
Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,
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Cook, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.
The ordi nance, being nunbered #17794, is recorded in O dinance Book 24, Page

AMENDI NG THE PAY SCHEDULES FOR CERTAI N EMPLOYEE GROUPS WHOSE CLASSI FI CATION IS
PREFI XED BY THE LETTER M BY CREATING THE JOB TI TLE SYSTEM SUPERVI SOR,
PARKI NG MANAGER, & PRI NClI PAL PLANNER - CLERK read an ordi nance, introduced
by Jon Canp, anending Sec. 5 of Ord. 17704 relating to the pay schedul es
of enpl oyees whose cl assifications are assigned to the pay range which is
prefixed by the letter "M by creating the job classifications of "System
Supervi sor," "Parking Manager," & "Principal Planner", the third tine.
CAWVP Moved to pass ordi nance as read.
Seconded by Johnson & carried by the follow ng vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.
The ordi nance, being nunbered #17795, is recorded in O dinance Book 24, Page

AMENDI NG THE PAY SCHEDULES FOR CERTAI N EMPLOYEE GROUPS WHOSE CLASSI FI CATION IS
PREFI XED BY THE LETTER “C’ BY CREATI NG THE JOB TI TLES OF SYSTEM SPECI ALI ST
|, SYSTEM SPECI ALI ST ||, SYSTEM SPECIALIST |11, AUDI O VIDEO TECHNI Cl AN, &
CRIME ANALYSI S TECHNI Cl AN, & BY AMENDI NG THE PAY SCHEDULES FOR CERTAIN
EMPLOYEE GROUPS WHOSE CLASSI FI CATION IS PREFI XED BY THE LETTER “A’ BY
CREATING THE JOB TITLE OF GS ANALYST - CLERK read an ordinance,
i ntroduced by Jon Canp, anending Sec. 1 of Ord. 17705 relating to the pay
schedul es of enpl oyees whose cl assifications are assigned to the pay range
which is prefixed by the letter "A" by creating the job classification of
"dS Analyst"; & anending Sec. 3 of Od. 17705 relating to the pay
schedul es of enpl oyees whose cl assifications are assigned to the pay range
which is prefixed by the letter "C' by creating the job classifications of

"Systenms Specialist I," "Systens Specialist Il," "Systens Specialist I'll,"
"Audi o Video Technician," & "Crime Analysis Technician", the third tine.
CAVP Moved to pass ordi nance as read.

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.
The ordi nance, being nunbered #17796, is recorded in O di nance Book 24, Page

AMENDI NG SEC. 12.08.270 OF THE LMC TO ALLOW NO MORE THAN SI X SPECI AL DESI GNATED
PERM TS PER CALENDAR YEAR TO THE LI CENSE HOLDERS AT CI TY GOLF COURSES FCOR
PRI VATE TOURNAMENTS & GOLF EVENTS - CLERK read an ordi nance, introduced by
Jon Canp, anending Sec. 12.08.270 of the LMC to allow no nore than six
speci al designated permits per cal endar year to the |license holder at City
golf courses for private tournanents & golf events; & repealing Sec.
12.08.270 of the LMC as hitherto existing, the third tine.

CAVP Moved to pass ordi nance as read.

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,

Cook, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: Johnson; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

The ordi nance, being nunbered #17797 is recorded in O dinance Book 24, Page

CHANGE OF ZONE 3300 - APP. OF GEORGE & SHAROL SLAMA FOR A CHANGE FROM AG AGRI CUL-
TURAL TO H 3 HW. COMVERCI AL ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT N.W 84TH &
W “0O STS. - CLERK read an ordinance, introduced by Jon Canp, anending
gat he Lincoln Zoning Dist. Maps attached to & nade a part of Title 27 of
the LMC, as provided by Sec. 27.05.020 of the LMC, by changing the
boundaries of the districts established & shown thereon, the third tinmne.
CAWVP Moved to pass ordi nance as read.
Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.
The ordi nance, being nunbered #17798 is recorded in O dinance Book 24, Page

PRELI M NARY PLATS, SPECIAL PERM TS, USE PERM TS

SPECI AL PERM T 1313A - APPLI CATI ON OF HAMPTON ENTERPRI SES TO EXTEND THE TI ME
PERI OD AND REDUCE THE AREA OF A SPECI AL PERM T FOR TEMPORARY STORAGE OF
CONSTRUCTI ON EQUI PMENT AND MATERI ALS ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT
APPROXI MATELY 84TH STREET AND GLYNQAKS DRIVE. (IN CONNECTION WO01lR-42,
01R-43, 01-25, 01-26) - PRIOR to reading:

JOHNSON Moved to delay action on Bill 0lR-41 for one week to 3/5/01.

Seconded by Cook & carried by the follow ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

SPECI AL PERM T 1876 - APPLI CATI ON OF HARTLAND HOVES, | NC. TO CONSTRUCT AN EARLY
CHI LDHOOD CARE FACI LI TY FOR 110 CHI LDREN, WAI VI NG THE REQUI RED ACCESS ON
AN ARTERI AL STREET, AND ALLOW NG THE REQUI RED BUI LDI NG ELEVATI ON TO BE
PROVI DED AT THE TI ME OF THE BUI LDI NG PERM T, ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LCOCATED
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WEST OF 84TH STREET AND NORTH OF OLD CHENEY ROAD. (I N CONNECTI ON WO01R-
41, 01R-43, 01-25, 01-26) - PRIOR to reading:

JOHNSON Moved to delay action on Bill 0lR-42 for one week to 3/5/01.

Seconded by Cook & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

ACCEPTI NG AND APPROVI NG THE PRELI M NARY PLAT OF HARTLAND HOMES EAST 1ST ADDI TI ON
FOR 136 LOTS AND ONE QUTLOT, W TH WAI VERS TO THE REQUI REMENTS OF BLOCK
LENGTH, LOT DEPTH ABUTTI NG A MAJOR STREET AND STREET APPROACH PLATFORMVS,
ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED WEST OF 84TH STREET AND NORTH OF OLD CHENEY
ROAD. . (I N CONNECTI ON WO01R-41, 01R-42, 01-25, 01-26) - PRIOR to reading:

JOHNSON Moved to delay Action on Bill 0l1R-43 for one week to 3/5/01.

Seconded by Cook & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

PETI TI ONS & COVMUNI CATI ONS

THE FOLLON NG APPS. WERE REFERRED TO PLANNI NG DEPT. :

Use Permt 129A - App. of R C Krueger Developnent to develop a Planned
Nei ghbor hood Business District at S. 14'" Street & Vavrina Bl vd.

Change of Zone 3301 - App. of R C. Krueger Devel opnent Co. fromAGto H4 at S.
14t" & Yankee Hi ||l Rd.

Change of Zone 3134B - App. of Eastnont Towers fromR 1+ RR3 PUDto R1 + R 3
PUD at 78!" & Pioneers.

Special Permt 1753B - App. of R C. Krueger Devel oprent for a C U P. Vavrina
Meadows 1t Addition at S. 14'" & Vavrina Bl vd.

Special Permt 1895 - App. of R C. Krueger Developnent for a Planned Service
Comercial Dist. at S. 14'" St. & Yankee Hill Rd.

FORMAL PETI TI ON TO VACATE PUBLI C WAY THE EAST TO WEST 8' ALLEY WAY NORTH OF 1315
S. 15T ST. (WESTSIDE ADD BLCK 5, LOTS 5, 6, & 7 & N %L OF LOT 8) Sl G\ED BY
JERRY A & ELLEN J. BEETEM -CLERK presented said petition which was
referred to the Law Dept.

REPORTS TO CI TY OFFI CERS

CLERK' S LETTER & MAYOR S APPROVAL OF ORDI NANCES & RESCOLUTI ONS PASSED ON FEB. 12,
2001 - CLERK presented said report which was placed on file in the Ofice
of the City derk.

| NVESTMENT OF FUNDS - CLERK read the foll owi ng resol uti on, introduced by Jonat han
Cook, who noved its adoption:

A-80711 BE | T HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL of the City of Lincoln,
Nebr aska:

That the attached list of investnents be confirmed and approved, and
the City Treasurer is hereby directed to hold said investments until
maturity unl ess otherwi se directed by the City Council.

I ntroduced by Ci ndy Johnson

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

APPROVI NG DI STRI BUTI ON OF FUNDS REPRESENTI NG | NTEREST EARNI NGS ON SHORT- TERM
| N\VESTMENTS OF | DLE FUNDS FOR THE MONTH ENDED JANUARY 31, 2001 - CLERK
read the follow ng resolution, introduced by C ndy Johnson, who noved its

adopti on:
A-80712 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Lincoln, Nebraska:
That during the nonth ended January 31, 2001, $341, 457. 40 was ear ned
from short-term investnments of "IDLE FUNDS". The sane is hereby

distributed to the various funds on a pro-rata basis using the bal ance of
each fund and all ocating a portion of the interest on the reatio that such
bal ance bears to the total of all fund bal ances.
I ntroduced by Ci ndy Johnson
Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

REPORTS FROM CI TY TREASURER OF TELECOMM OCC. TAX DUE AS FOLLOAS: MAY 1999 THRU
MARCH, 2000: NEBR. RADI O TELEPHONE; JUNE, 2000: INT'L. EXCHANGE COWM ;
DEC., 2000: AMERICAN COWM NET; JAN., 2001: TOUCH AMERI CA SERVI CES,
WORKI NG ASSETS, QWEST, PRIMJS, TELI GENT SERVI CES, TRANS NAT' L, TRACFONE
W RELESS, PHOENI X NETWORK, LCI INT'L, FKA LITEL, NEXTEL WEST, OPERATOR
COW , ONE CALL, NPCR INC. DBA NEXTEL, D& COW , VIATEL, I-LINK ATS
MOBI LE, Bl G PLANET, ZONE TELECOM , ASSN. ADM N., LONG DI STANCE OF M CHI GAN,
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NE TECH & TELECOW , MCLEODUSA, ATT WRELESS PCS, LLC, ATLAS, SINGLE
Bl LLI NG SERVI CE DBA ASI AN AVERI CAN, GLOBALCOM NOSVA, LIGHTYEAR, RSL COM
USA, GLYPHI CS, GTC, NEXTLINK, TRI-M COMDATA, GST NET, EQUALITY, AFFINI TY,
NOS COW - CLERK PRESENTED SAI D REPORT WH CH WAS PLACED ON FILE IN THE
OFFI CE OF THE CI TY CLERK.  (20)

REPORT FROM CI TY TREASURER OF FRANCHI SE TAX FOR THE MONTH OF JAN., 2001 FROM
UTI LI CORP UNI TED - CLERK presented said report which was placed on file in
the Ofice of the City derk. (16-1)

REPORT FROM Cl TY TREASURER OF CASH ON HAND AT THE CLOSE OF BUSI NESS DEC. 31, 2000
& JAN. 31, 2001 - CLERK presented said report which was placed on file in
the Ofice of the City derk. (5-21)

REPORT COF UNL M CROBI OLOG ST FOR WATER TESTI NG FOR THE MONTH OF JAN., 2001 -
CLERK presented said report which was placed on file in the Ofice of the
Cty Cerk. (35-01)

OTHER RESCLUTI ONS

MANAGER APPLI CATI ON OF EVELYN M MCFARLAND FOR BUGEATER | NVESTMENTS, | NC. DBA THE
WATERI NG HOLE AT 1321 O STREET - CLERK read the follow ng resolution,
i ntroduced by Cindy Johnson, who noved its adoption for approval:

A- 80696 WHEREAS, Bugeater |Investnents, Inc. dba “The Watering Hol e” | ocated
at 1321 O Street, Lincoln, Nebraska has been approved for a Retail C ass
“I'" liquor license, and now requests that Evelyn M MFarland be naned
manager ;

WHEREAS, Evelyn M MFarl and appears to be a fit and proper person
to manage sai d busi ness.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
Li ncol n, Nebraska:

That after hearing duly had as required by | aw, consi derati on of the
facts of this application, the Nebraska Liquor Control Act, and the
pertinent City ordinances, the City Council recomends that Evelyn M
McFar |l and be approved as nmanager of this business for said |icensee. The
Cty Cerk is directed to transmt a copy of this resolution to the
Nebraska Li quor Control Conmi ssion.

I ntroduced by Ci ndy Johnson

Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

APPROVI NG AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CI TY AND THE STATE DEPT. OF ROADS FOR THE
FUNDI NG OF A PROQJECT TO REHABI LI TATE A PORTION OF H GHWAY 6, WEST “O
STREET - CLERK read the foll owi ng resol ution, introduced by G ndy Johnson,
who noved its adoption:

A- 80697 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Lincoln, Nebraska:

That the attached Agreenent between the Cty of Lincoln and the
State of Nebraska Departnent of Roads to rehabilitate a portion of Hi ghway
6, West “O' Street, in accordance with the terns and conditions contained
in said Agreement, is hereby approved and the Mayor is authorized to
execute the sanme on behalf of the Cty of Lincoln.

The City Cerk is directed to return the executed copies of the
Agreenent to the Departnent of Public Wirks, for transmittal and execution
by the State Departnent of Roads.

I ntroduced by Ci ndy Johnson

Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

APPROVI NG AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CI TY AND THE STATE DEPT. OF ROADS FOR THE
FUNDI NG OF A PROJECT TO REHABI LI TATE A PORTION OF HI GHWAY 2 FROM 56TH
STREET EAST - CLERK read the followi ng resolution, introduced by C ndy
Johnson, who noved its adoption:

A- 80698 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Lincoln, Nebraska:

That the attached Agreenent between the Cty of Lincoln and the
State of Nebraska Departnent of Roads to rehabilitate a portion of Hi ghway
2, from 56th Street east, in accordance with the terns and conditions
contained in said Agreenent, is hereby approved and the Myor is
aut horized to execute the sane on behalf of the City of Lincoln.

The City Clerk is directed to return the executed copies of the
Agreenent to the Departnent of Public Wirks, for transmittal and execution
by the State Departnent of Roads.

I ntroduced by Ci ndy Johnson
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Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

APPROVI NG A LAND APPLI CATI ON OF BI OSOLI DS AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CI TY AND COUNTY
TO COOPERATE AND ESTABLI SH A PROGRAM AND DI VI SI ON OF RESPONSI BI LI TI ES FOR
UTI LI ZI NG THE RESI DUAL WASTE OF THE CI TY' S WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT FOR
AGRI CULTURAL LAND APPLICATION - CLERK read the follow ng resolution,
i ntroduced by C ndy Johnson, who noved its adoption:
A- 80699 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Lincoln, Nebraska:
That the Interlocal Agreenent between the City of Lincoln and
Lancaster County, for Land Applications of Biosolids, to cooperate and
establish a program and division of responsibilities for utilizing the
resi dual waste of the City's Wastewater Treatnent Plant for agricultural
| and application, a copy of which is attached hereto nmarked as Attachnment
"A" and nade a part hereof by reference, is hereby approved and t he Mayor
is authorized to execute said Interlocal Agreement on behalf of the City.
The City Clerk is directed to return one fully executed copy of said
Interl ocal Agreement to Earleen Ladd, Lancaster County Clerk's O fice for
filing with the County.
I ntroduced by Ci ndy Johnson
Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

REAPPQO NTI NG DENNI S SCHEER AND THI RD WORLD OFORAH TO THE URBAN DESI GN COW TTEE
FOR THREE- YEAR TERMS EXPI RI NG FEBRUARY 1, 2004 - CLERK read the follow ng
resol ution, introduced by Ci ndy Johnson, who noved its adoption:

A- 80700 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Lincoln, Nebraska:

That the reappoi ntnent of Dennis Scheer and Third Wirld Oforah to
the Urban Design Conmittee for three-year terns expiring February 1, 2004
i s hereby approved.
I ntroduced by Ci ndy Johnson
Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

AUTHORI ZI NG THE LI NCOLN FI RE DEPARTMENT TO PROVI DE FI RE AND/ OR EMERGENCY SERVI CE,
| NCLUDI NG AMBULANCE SERVI CE, QUTSIDE THE LIMTS OF THE CITY OF LI NCOLN -
CLERK read the following resolution, introduced by C ndy Johnson, who
noved its adoption:
A-80701 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Lincoln, Nebraska:
That the Lincoln Fire Departnment may provide fire and/or energency
servi ce, including anbul ance service, outside of the limts of the City of
Li ncol n.
I ntroduced by Cindy Johnson
Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

APPO NTI NG DON PCST TO THE COVMUNI TY DEVELOPMENT TASK FORCE TO FI LL AN UNEXPI RED
TERM EXPI RING AUGUST 31, 2002 - CLERK read the follow ng resolution,
i ntroduced by G ndy Johnson, who noved its adoption:

A- 80702 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Lincoln, Nebraska:

That the appoi ntment of Don Post to the Comunity Devel opnent Task

Force to fill an unexpired term expiring August 31, 2002 is hereby
approved.

I ntroduced by Ci ndy Johnson
Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

APPROVI NG AN | NSURANCE BROKERAGE AND CONSULTI NG CONTRACT BETWEEN THE CI TY AND
MARSH USA, I NC. FOR THE PROVI SI ON OF BROKERAGE SERVI CES FOR A THREE- YEAR
TERM - CLERK read the followi ng resolution, introduced by G ndy Johnson,
who noved its adoption:
A- 80703 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Lincoln, Nebraska:
That the attached Insurance Brokerage and Consulting Contract
between the City of Lincoln and Marsh USA Inc. for the provision of
i nsurance brokerage services, which is attached hereto and narked as
Attachment “A’, is hereby approved and the Mayor is authorized to execute
the sane on behal f of the City of Lincoln.
The City Cerk is directed to transmt a executed copy of the
Agreenent to Marsh USA Inc., 11516 Nicholas Street, Suite 301, Onaha, NE
68154.
I ntroduced by Ci ndy Johnson
Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.
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APPEAL OF ARLON E. AND CORRINE D. BARTELS, DALE AND JENINE M MEI NER, DEANNA
MUMGAARD, MARY MJUMGAARD, DAVID WATTS, DRENNEN WATTS, M LAl MONS
| ESALNI EKS, AND LARRY AND DENI SE MAACK, FROM THE PLANNI NG COWM SSI ON
APPROVAL COF SPECIAL PERM T 1892 AUTHORI ZI NG QMEST WRELESS L.L.C. TO
CONSTRUCT A 123" TALL PERSONAL W RELESS FACI LI TY W TH ASSOCI ATED GROUND
EQUI PMENT AND A WAI VER OF THE FALL ZONE REQUI REMENT ON PROPERTY GENERALLY
LOCATED AT N. 7TH STREET AND FLETCHER AVE. - PRIOR to reading:

CAWVP Moved to place bill 01R-44 on Pending for two weeks.

Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

APPROVI NG AN | NTERLOCAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CI TY, LANCASTER COUNTY, AND UNI TED
WAY OF LI NCOLN FOR THE | MPLEMENTATI ON OF THE COMMUNI TY BASED HUMAN NEEDS
ASSESSMENT | N CONJUNCTI ON W TH THE UNI VERSI TY OF NEBRASKA PUBLI C PCLI CY
CENTER - CLERK read the foll owi ng resol ution, introduced by G ndy Johnson,
who noved its adoption:

A- 80704 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Lincoln, Nebraska:

That the Interlocal Agreement between the City of Lincoln, the
County of Lancaster, and United Way of Lincoln for the inplenmentation of
the Community Based Human Needs Assessment in conjunction with the
Uni versity of Nebraska Public Policy Center, a copy of which is attached
hereto marked as Attachnent "A" and nade a part hereof by reference, is
hereby approved and the Mayor is authorized to execute said Interlocal
Agreenent on behalf of the City.

The City Cerk is directed to return one fully executed copy of said
Interl ocal Agreenent to Earleen Ladd, Lancaster County Clerk's Ofice for
filing with the County, and one copy to United Way, Suite 112, 215 S
Centennial Mll, Lincoln, NE 68508.

I ntroduced by Ci ndy Johnson

Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

SETTI NG | N HEARI NG DATE OF MARCH 12, 2001 AT 1:30 P.M FOR APP. OF SPEAKEASY,
| NC. DBA SPEAKEASY FOR A CLASS C LIQUOR LICENSE AT 3233 % S. 13™ ST. -
CLERK read the following resolution, introduced by Ci ndy Johnson, who
noved its adoption:

A- 80705 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council, of the City of Lincoln, that a
hearing date is hereby fixed for Mon., March 12, 2001, at 1:30 p.m or as
soon thereafter as possible in the City Council Chanbers, County-City
Building, 555 S. 10th St., Lincoln, NE, for the purpose of considering the
App. of Speakeasy Inc. dba "Speakeasy" for a Class "C' Liquor License at
3233 1/2 S. 13th Street.

If the Police Dept. is unable to conplete the investigation by said
time, a new hearing date will be set.
I ntroduced by Ci ndy Johnson
Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

SETTI NG HEARI NG DATE OF MARCH 12, 2001 AT 1:30 P.M FOR MAN. APP. OF BRENT B.
SHORE FOR SPEAKEASY | NC. DBA SPEAKEASY AT 3233 %2 S. 13™ ST. - CLERK read
the following resolution, introduced by Ci ndy Johnson, who noved its
adopti on:

A- 80706 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council, of the City of Lincoln, that a
hearing date is hereby fixed for Mon., March 12, 2001, at 1:30 p.m or as
soon thereafter as possible in the Cty Council Chanbers, County-City
Buil ding, 555 S. 10th St., Lincoln, NE, for the purpose of considering the
Man. App. of Brent B. Shore for Speakeasy Inc. dba Speakeasy at 3233 1/2
S. 13th Street.

If the Police Dept. is unable to conplete the investigation by said
time, a new hearing date will be set.
I ntroduced by Ci ndy Johnson
Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

SETTI NG HEARI NG DATE OF MARCH 12, 2001 AT 1:30 P.M FOR APP. OF LANCASTER COUNTY
AGRI CULTURAL SOCI ETY I NC. FOR A CLASS C LI QUOR LI CENSE AT 4100 N. 84™ ST.
- CLERK read the follow ng resolution, introduced by C ndy Johnson, who
noved its adoption:

A- 80707 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council, of the City of Lincoln, that a
hearing date is hereby fixed for Mon., March 12, 2001, at 1:30 p.m or as
soon thereafter as possible in the City Council Chanbers, County-City
Buil ding, 555 S. 10th St., Lincoln, NE, for the purpose of considering the
App. of Lancaster County Agricultural Society Inc. dba "Lancaster Event
Center" for a Cass "C' Liquor License at 4100 N. 84th Street.
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If the Police Dept. is unable to conplete the investigation by said
time, a new hearing date will be set.
I ntroduced by Ci ndy Johnson
Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

SETTI NG HEARI NG DATE OF MARCH 12, 2001 AT 1:30 P.M FOR MAN. APP. OF LEON ERVIN
MEYER FOR THE LANCASTER COUNTY AGRI CULTURAL SOCI ETY, INC. AT 4100 N. 84™
ST. - CLERK read the follow ng resolution, introduced by G ndy Johnson,
who noved its adoption:

A- 80708 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council, of the City of Lincoln that a
hearing date is hereby fixed for Mon., March 12, 2001, at 1:30 p.m or as
soon thereafter as possible in the City Council Chanbers, County-City
Buil ding, 555 S. 10th St., Lincoln, NE, for the purpose of considering the
Man. App. of Leon Ervin Meyer for Lancaster County Agricultural Society
Inc. at 4100 N. 84th Street.

If the Police Dept. in unable to conplete the investigation by said
time, a new hearing date will be set.
I ntroduced by Ci ndy Johnson
Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

SETTI NG HEARI NG DATE OF MARCH 12, 2001 AT 1:30 P.M FOR WADSWORTH OLD CHI CAGO
I NC. DBA “CLD CHI CAGOD' FOR A CLASS | LI QUOR LI CENSE AT 2918 PI NE LAKE ROAD

(SOUTH PO NTE PAVILLIONS) - CLERK read the following resolution,
i ntroduced by C ndy Johnson, who noved its adoption:
A- 80709 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council, of the City of Lincoln, that a

hearing date is hereby fixed for Mon., March 12, 2001, at 1:30 p.m or as
soon thereafter as possible in the City Council Chanbers, County-City
Buil ding, 555 S. 10th St., Lincoln, NE, for the purpose of considering the
App. of Wadsworth O d Chicago Inc. dba "Od Chicago" for a Class "I"
Li quor License at 2918 Pine Lake Road (South Pointe Pavilions).

If the Police Dept. is unable to conplete the investigation by said
time, a new hearing date will be set.

I ntroduced by Ci ndy Johnson

Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,

Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

SETTI NG HEARI NG DATE OF MARCH 12, 2001 AT 1:30 P.M FOR MAN. APP. OF JEFF LYNN
DALEY FOR WADWORTH OLD CHI CAGO | NC. DBA “OLD CH CAGOD" AT 2918 PINE LAKE
ROAD (SOUTH PO NTE PAVILLIONS) - CLERK read the follow ng resolution,
i ntroduced by G ndy Johnson, who noved its adoption:

A-80710 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council, of the City of Lincoln, that a
hearing date is hereby fixed for Mon., March 12, 2001, at 1:30 p.m or as
soon thereafter as possible in the Cty Council Chanbers, County-City
Buil ding, 555 S. 10th St., Lincoln, NE, for the purpose of considering the
Man. App. of Jeff Lynn Daley for Wadsworth O d Chicago Inc. dba "dd
Chi cago" at 2918 Pine Lake Road (South Pointe Pavilions),

If the Police Dept. is unable to conplete the investigation by said
time, a new hearing date will be set.
I ntroduced by Ci ndy Johnson
Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

ORDI NANCES - 1ST & 2ND READI NG

DECLARI NG APPROXI MATELY 2. 04 ACRES OF PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED ON THE NORTHSI DE
OF Pl ONEERS BLVD., WEST OF RI DGEVI EWDRI VE, AS SURPLUS AND AUTHORI ZI NG THE
SALE THEREOF - PRIOR to reading:

JOHNSON Moved to place Bill # 01-14 on Pendi ng.

Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

CLERK Read an ordi nance, introduced by G ndy Johnson, declaring a tract of
City-owned property generally | ocated on the north side of Pioneers Blvd.,
west of Ridgeview Drive, as surplus and authorizing the sale thereof to
Talent +, the first tine.

APPROVI NG A TRANSFER CF APPROPRI ATI ONS W THI N THE CAPI TAL | MPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR
VARI OQUS PARKS AND RECREATI ONS DEPARTMENT PRQIECTS - CLERK read an
ordi nance, introduced by Ci ndy Johnson, approving the transfer of
appropriations between certain capital inprovenment projects within the
Par ks and Recreation Departnent, the first tine.
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AMENDI NG SECTI ON 2. 76. 202 OF THE LI NCOLN MUNI Cl PAL CODE TO ALLOW THE PERSONNEL
DI RECTOR AUTHORI TY TO APPROVE RETROACTIVE PAY FOR UP TO SI X MONTHS TO
CORRECT THE DI FFERENCE | N PAY THE EMPLOYEE SHOULD HAVE RECEI VED - CLERK
read an ordi nance, introduced by C ndy Johnson, anending Chapter 2.76 of
the Lincoln Municipal Code relating to the Personnel System by adding a
new section nunbered 2.76.202 entitled Wage Adjustnent to allow the
Personnel Director to conpensate an enpl oyee retroactively for up to six
nonths in order to correct the difference in pay the enpl oyee shoul d have
received for out-of-class pay, tenporary pronotions, project or crew
| eader assignnments, or the reallocation of an enployee to a higher pay
range when such pay has been delayed or is otherwi se not in accordance
with contract or code provisions, the first tine.

AMENDI NG ORDI NANCE 17705 RELATING TO THE PAY SCHEDULES OF EMPLOYEES WHOSE
CLASSI FI CATI ONS ARE ASSI GNED TO THE PAY RANGE WHICH |S PREFI XED BY THE
LETTER “A” BY CREATING THE JOB CLASSI FI CATIONS OF “SYSTEMS SOFTWARE
| NTEGRATOR, " “ EMS | NSERVI CE EDUCATOR, " “ PARK PLANNER |, ” AND “ PARK PLANNER
1" - CLERK read an ordinance, introduced by C ndy Johnson, anending
Section 1 of Ord. No. 17705 relating to the pay schedul es of enployees
whose classifications are assigned to the pay range which is prefixed by
the letter "A" by creating the job classifications of "Systens Software
Integrator," "EMS I nservice Educator,” "Park Planner |," and "Park Pl anner
[1", the first tine.

AMENDI NG ORDI NANCE 17704 RELATING TO THE PAY SCHEDULES OF EMPLOYEES WHOSE
CLASSI FI CATI ONS ARE ASSI GNED TO THE PAY RANGE WHICH |S PREFI XED BY THE
LETTER “M BY CREATI NG THE JOB CLASSI FI CATI ONS OF “FACI LI TI ES MAI NTENANCE
COORDI NATOR” AND “GOLF MANAGER' - CLERK read an ordi nance, introduced by
C ndy Johnson, anending Section 5 of Odinance No. 17704 relating to the
pay schedul es of enpl oyees whose classifications are assigned to the pay
range which is prefixed by the letter "M by creating the job
classifications of "Facilities Mintenance Coordinator" and "Golf
Manager", the first tine.

CHANGE OF ZONE 3302 - APPLI CATI ON OF ROLF SHASTEEN FOR A CHANGE OF ZONE FROM R- 2
RESI DENTI AL TO O 2 SUBURBAN OFFI CE ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT 857 S.
48TH STREET, BETWEEN F AND RANDOLPH STREETS - CLERK read an ordinance,
i ntroduced by Ci ndy Johnson, amending the Lincoln Zoning District Maps
attached to and nade a part of Title 27 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code, as
provided by Section 27.05.020 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code, by changing
t he boundaries of the districts established and shown thereon, the first
tinme.

RENAM NG DOUBLE TREE BOULEVARD AS “WH SPERI NG W ND BOULEVARD" GENERALLY LOCATED
IN THE W LDERNESS RI DGE ADDI TI ON LOCATED SOUTH OF YANKEE HI LL ROAD, WEST
OFF OF S. 27TH STREET - CLERK read an ordi nance, introduced by Ci ndy
Johnson, changing the name of Double Tree Boul evard to Whispering Wnd
Boul evard | ocated at the entrance into the W/ derness Ridge devel opnent
of f of South 27th Street, as recommended by the Street Name Committee, the
first tinme.

VACATI NG THE EAST FI VE FEET OF S. 2ND STREET FROM THE SOUTH SI DE OF F STREET TO
THE NORTH SI DE OF THE ALLEY - CLERK read an ordi nance, introduced by C ndy
Johnson, vacating the east five feet of South 2nd Street fromthe south
side of F Street to the north side of the alley, and retaining title
thereto in the Gty of Lincoln, Lancaster County, Nebraska, the first
tinme.

AMENDI NG SECTI ON 2. 76. 395 TO ALLOW FOR EMPLOYEES WHOSE PAY RANGE | S PREFI XED BY
THE LETTER “M TO UTILIZE VACATION DURING THE FIRST SIX MONTHS OF
EMPLOYMENT - CLERK read an ordinance, introduced by Ci ndy Johnson,
anmendi ng Chapter 2.76 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code relating tothe City's
per sonnel system by anendi ng Section 2.76.395 to allow enpl oyees with a
pay range prefixed by "M to use vacation during the first six nonths of
enpl oynent; and repealing Section 2.76.395 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code
as hitherto existing, the first tine.

VACATI NG H STREET FROM 6 TH STREET WEST TO THE RAI LROAD AND VACATED H STREET. (I N
CONNECTI ON  WOOR-328) - CLERK read an ordinance, introduced by G ndy
Johnson, vacating H Street from 6th Street west to the railroad and
vacated H Street, and retaining title thereto in the Cty of Lincoln,
Lancaster County, Nebraska, the first tine.

CREATI NG WATER DI STRICT NO 1182 IN SAYLOR STREET FROM 57TH STREET TO 58TH
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STREET - CLERK read an ordi nance, introduced by Jonathan Cook, creating
Water District No. 1182, designating th real estate to be benefitted,
providing for assessnent of the costs of the inprovenments constructed
therein, providing for the acquisition of easenents and additional right-
of -way, if necessary, and repealing all ordinances or parts of ordi nances
in conflict herewith, the second tine.

CREATI NG ALLEY PAVI NG DI STRICT NO. 360 I N THE NORTH SOUTH ALLEY BETWEEN

WORTHI NGTON AVE. AND 20TH STREET, FROM SOUTH STREET NORTH APPROXI MATELY
300 FEET - CLERK read an ordi nance, introduced by Jonat han Cook, creating
Alley Paving District No. 360, defining the limts thereof, establishing
the width of the roadway to be paved and the width of the grading to be
done, providing for the curbing, guttering, and relaying of sidewalks,
providi ng for the paynment of the cost thereof, designating the property to
be benefitted, providing for the acquisition of easenents and additi onal
right-of-way, if necessary, and repealing all ordinances or parts of
ordi nances in conflict herewith, the second tine.

APPROVI NG A LEASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CI TY AND QWEST WRELESS L.L.C. TO CO
LOCATE TELECOVMUNI CATI ON ANTENNAS ON THE TOWER BEI NG CONSTRUCTED AT STAR
CI TY SHORES AT 27TH AND HI GHWAY 2 - CLERK read an ordi nance, introduced by
Jonat han Cook, WHEREAS the City of Lincoln, desires to | ease space on a
City tower at Star Cty Shores, generally located at South 27th and
H ghway 2, to Qunest Wreless, LLC, (hereinafter "Qnest") for
t el ecommuni cati on uses and associ ated ground space, the second tine.

APPROVI NG A LEASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CI TY AND QAEST W RELESS L. L. C. TO LCCATE
TELECOVMUNI CATI ON ANTENNAS ON THE CARRI AGE PARK GARACE AT 1128 L STREET -
CLERK read an ordi nance, introduced by Jonat han Cook, WHEREAS, The City of
Lincol n, desires to | ease space on Carri age Park Garage, generally | ocated
west of South 12 and L Streets, to Qrmest Wreless, LLC, (hereinafter
"Qmest") for teleconmunication uses and associated ground space, the
second tine.

CHANGE OF ZONE 3272 - APPLI CATI ON OF HARTLAND HOMVES, | NC. AND HAMPTON ENTERPRI SES
FOR A CHANGE FROM AG AGRICULTURAL TO R-3 RESIDENTIAL, ON PROPERTY
GENERALLY LOCATED NORTH OF OLD CHENEY ROAD AND WEST OF 84TH STREET. (IN
CONNECTI ON W 01-26, 01R-41, 01R-42, 01R-43) - CLERK read an ordinance,
i ntroduced by, Jonathan Cook, anending the Lincoln Zoning District Maps
attached to and nade a part of Title 27 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code, as
provi ded by Section 27.05.020 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code, by changi ng
t he boundaries of the districts established and shown t hereon, the second
tinme.

CHANGE OF ZONE 3288 - AMENDI NG SECTI ON 27.63. 590, TEMPORARY STORAGE OF
CONSTRUCTI ON EQUI PMENT AND MATERI ALS, TO ALLOWTHE PERM T TO BE GRANTED ON
LOTS LESS THAN 10 ACRES AND TO REMOVE THE TIME LIM T. (I N CONNECTI ON W 01-
25, 01R-41, 01R-42, 01R-43) - PRIOR to reading:

SENG Moved to anend Bill No. 01-26 on page 1, line 15, after the words
"mnimumlot area" insert the words to seven acres.

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the follow ng vote: AYES: Canp,

Cook, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

SENG Moved to amend Bill No. 01-026 on page 2, line 1, after the words
"period of time" insert the words not to exceed fifteen years, and on page
2, line 4, after the words "may request"” delete the word "an" and insert

inlieu thereof the word one.
Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.
CLERK Read an ordinance, introduced by Jonathan Cook, Change of Zone 3288 -
Anmendi ng Section 27.63.590, Tenporary Storage of Construction Equi pnent
and Materials, to allow the pernit to be granted on lots less than 10
acres and to renpve the tine linmt, the second tinme.

ADOPTI NG THE SUPPLEMENTS TO THE LINCOLN MUNI Cl PAL CODE DATED JUNE, 1999;
DECEMBER, 1999; JUNE, 2000; AND DECEMBER 2000, AS PART OF THE OFFICl AL
LI NCOLN MUNI Cl PAL CODE - CLERK read an ordi nance, introduced by Jonathan
Cook, adopting the supplenents to the Lincoln Minicipal Code dated June,
1999; Decenber, 1999; June, 2000; and Decenber 2000 as part of the
of ficial Lincoln Minicipal Code, the second tine.
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M SCELLANEQUS BUSI NESS
PENDI NG LI ST -

CHANGE COF ZONE 2912 - APP. OF DON FAUTH FOR A CHANGE FROM AG TO AGR ON PROPERTY
GENERALLY LOCATED % M. WEST OF CODDI NGTON AT SW 27TH ST. & OLD CHENEY
RD. - CLERK requested to renmove Bill No. 95-128 from Pending & Wthdraw
request.

JOHNSON So noved.

Seconded by Canp & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,

Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

The ordi nance, having been W THDRAW\, was assigned File #38-4353, & placed on
fileinthe Ofice of the City derk.

CHANGE OF ZONE 3076 - APP. OF DUSTROL, |INC. FOR A CHANGE FROM AG AGRI CUL- TURAL
TO H 4 GENERAL COMMERCI AL ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED ON THE SOUTH SI DE
OF ARBOR RD., VWEST OF N. 56TH ST. - CLERK request to renpove Bill No. 97-
142 from Pendi ng & Wt hdraw request.
CAMP So noved.
Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.
The ordi nance, having been W THDRAWN, was assigned File #38-4354, & placed on
fileinthe Ofice of the City derk.

CHANGE OF ZONE 3196 - APP. OF THE | NTERI M PLANNI NG DI RECTOR FOR A CHANGE FROM B- 1
LOCAL BUSI NESS & R-3 RESI DENTI AL TO B-2 PLANNED NEI GHBORHOOD BUSI NESS &
FROM R-3 RESIDENTIAL TO AGR AGRI CULTURAL RESIDENTIAL, ON PROPERTY
GENERALLY LOCATED AT S. CODDI NGTON AVE. & W VAN DORN ST. (I N CONNECTI ON
W 00- 67) ;

CHANGE OF ZONE 3247 - APP. OF THE | NTERI M PLANNI NG DI RECTOR FOR A CHANGE FROM AGR
AGRI CULTURAL RESI DENTI AL & R-3 RESIDENTI AL TO B-2 PLANNED NEI GH BORHOOD
BUSI NESS, ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED ON THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF S.
CODDI NGTON AVE. & W VAN DORN ST. (I'N CONNECTION WO00-65) - CLERK
requested to renoved from Pending for Action on 3/05/01.

CAMP So noved.

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,

Cook, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

CHANGE OF ZONE 3245 - APP. OF MANETTE KI DNEY FOR A CHANGE FROM AG AGRI - CULTURAL
TO O 2 SUBURBAN OFFI CE ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT S. 84TH ST. & OLD
CHENEY RD. - CLERK requested to indefinitely postpone Bill No. O0OR-182.

SENG So noved.

CHANGE OF ZONE 3206 - APP. OF REALTY TRUST GROUP FOR A CHANGE FROM AGR
AGRI CULTURAL RESI DENTI AL TO B-1 LOCAL BUSI NESS DI ST. ON PROPERTY GENERALLY
LOCATED AT S. 70TH ST. & PINE LAKE RD. ;

ORD. 17727 - CHANGE OF ZONE 3207 - APP. OF REALTY TRUST GROUP FOR A CHANGE FROM
AG AGRI CULTURAL TO B-2 PLANNED NEI GHBORHOOD BUSI NESS DI ST. ON PRO PERTY
GENERALLY LOCATED AT S. 84TH ST. & OLD CHENEY RD. - CLERK requested to
indefinitely postpone Bill No. 00-159 & 00-160.

COX So noved.

Seconded by McRoy & LOST by the follow ng vote: AYES: Cook; NAYS:
Cook, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

APPROVI NG A CONSERVATI ON EASEMENT AGRMI. BETWEEN THE CI TY & TMCO | NVESTMENTS TO
PRESERVE THE FLOOD STORAGE CAPACI TY | N AN AREA GENERALLY LOCATED AT 6TH &
H STS. (I N CONNECTI ON W 01-36)- CLERK requested to renoved Bill No. OOR-
328 from Pending for Public Hearing on 3/05/01.
SENG So noved.
Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

COX Moved to extend the Pending List for 1 week.
Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

UPCOM NG RESOLUTI ONS -

COX Moved to approve the resol utions to have Public Hearing on March 5,
2001.
Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.
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ADJ OURNVENT
7:55 P.M
COX Moved to adjourn the City Council Meeting of Feb. 26, 2001.

Seconded by Seng & carried by the following vote: AYES: Canp, Cook
Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Fortenberry.

So ordered.

Joan Ross, City derk

Judy Roscoe, O fice Assistant 111



